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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 4/16/2007 has been entered. 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 4/16/2007 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Response to the Applicant's arguments: 

3. The Examiner had stated that Chancey et al do not provide prompts for facilitating users 
to request information from a specific account number. In response to this statement, the 
applicant's representative has amended the independent claims to recite: 

prompting a second one of said plurality of users of said web site for a third 
account number for financial transaction data from a third financial institution; or a second or 
third account number; 

requesting from said database financial transaction data for said first, second or third 
account number, and presenting the requested information. 

In response, as previously stated, Chancey et al do not explicitly state providing prompts 
to users for providing an account number when requesting financial transaction relating to that 
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specific account number. As noted, all the financial transactions of a user are obtained from 
specific databases associated with that account number. Furthermore, Chancey et al state 
checking account numbers, credit card account numbers and other users' accounts are obtained 
from financial service providers and stored in computer of the system of Chancey et al. 
Particularly at column 3, lines 8-24, Chancey et al state: 

"A computer 10 is shown coupled to a disk drive 12 and a modem 14, all of conventional 
design. The modem 14 is used to communicate over telephone lines with a remote source 16 
such as an on-line utility service. The disk drive 12 is used to read information from or write 
information to a floppy disk 18. The computer 10 (which typically includes a video display 
terminal, keyboard and mouse, and other peripherals) can execute computer programs such as a 
financial management program 20. The program 20 may include a number of features such as a 
bank account 22 (checking, savings and the like), a credit card account 24 and other accounts. 
Through registers that are graphically displayed by the computer 10 on the video display 
terminal, a user can track income and expenditures from these accounts more quickly and 
accurately than through paper registers.". 

From this passage, it should be noted that user's accounts are stored in a well structured 
memory storage having different types of identifiers such as account numbers and financial 
service providers. Thus, providing prompts to a user for inserting any associated account 
numbers when viewing this passage would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to do so because these are well known database search and retrieval database techniques. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Chancey et al in such a manner in order to allow a user to view information relating to 
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one account number at a time as would be desired so as to facilitate analysis of account 
information of a specific account number at a time. 

Applicant also states that Chancey et al only provide a datafile or diskette having a user's 
stored financial information and do not provide prompts to users to retrieve financial information 
related to a user's specific account. 

In response, Chancey et al do state providing a datafile containing users' financial 
information. It should also be noted that the stored information in the datafile are not scattered, 
instead they are arranged by account numbers. See column 3 of Chancey et al. Thus, modifying 
the system of Chancey et al to provide prompts to users to retrieve information related to a 
specific account number would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art in order to 
allow users to retrieve and analyze financial information of a specific account. 

Applicant's representative then states that "there is not indication at al in Chancey et al 
that the statement is generated more often than monthly or that a u ser can review recent 
transaction data (collected daily or within 24 hours of posting) and then argues that Chancey et 
al do not teach access or suggest access to recent transaction data. 

In response, while Chancey et al do provide monthly statements, it should be noted that 
since the monthly statements before obtained and after obtained by Chancey et al are stored in a 
well structured database. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the system of Chancey et al by allowing a user to 
retrieve information related to a specific account number thus providing instant analysis or 
review of a specific account. 
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Applicant's representative then argues that "Chancey teaches access to one computer 
where financial data from a single financial institution may reside. The Examiner has not 
identified in Chancey multiple financial institution computers and yet another computer for 
receiving data from multiple financial institution computers so that users of different financial 
institutions can be served from a single site or so that a user of multiple financial institutions can 
be served from a single site. Chancey teaches a single user accessing a single computer for a 
single account". 

In response, the Examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant's assertion. It is 
noted that in Chancey et al, all information are stored in a storage medium. These storages or 
databases include indexes or account numbers for different types of accounts (checking, savings 
or credit cards). See columns 3 and 4 of Chancey et al. Thus, using one of these account 
numbers as a retrieval key or index would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
do in order to facilitate the retrieval of information related to a specific account number as noted 
above. 

Applicant's representative then argues that the Examiner's reliance on Atkins to denote 
teachings of a web enabling system adds nothing to the deficiency of Chancey et al. 

In response, Atkins had only been used to provide teachings of a web enabling system. 
Providing prompts to a user requesting financial information is discussed above. Furthermore, it 
is noted that Atkins also stores a plurality of different financial accounts for a plurality of clients. 



4. 



The prior Office action is repeated below. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chancey et al. (US Patent No. 5,842,185) in view of Atkins (US Patent No. 4,953,085). 

As per claims 1-2, 4-9, 11-16, 18-24, 26-36, 38-44 and 46, Chancey et al disclose a 
system and method for the operation of a financial account. The system and method comprise 
collecting and transmitting at least daily financial transactions data from a plurality of financial 
institutions for a plurality of users (see column 4, lines 4-42) as Chancey et al teach a plurality of 
financial institutions transmit a customer's financial information using respective computers to a 
remote source (similar to the claimed "database accessible from a server"). Chancey et al further 
teach prompting one of the pluralities of users for viewing financial information. Chancey et al 
also teach requesting from the database, financial transaction data for a customer's first and 
second account having a related first and second account number. See column 5, lines 24-35 of 
Chancey et al. Chancey et al also teach presenting the financial transaction data for the first and 
second account numbers to the one of the plurality of users. See also column 5, lines 24-35 of 
Chancey et al. 

The only difference between Chancey and the claimed invention is that Chancey et al do 
not prompt the one of the plurality of users for individual first and second account number for 
financial transaction data from a respective first and second financial institution. As per this 
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limitation, the Examiner asserts that this is a trivial difference as such would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Chancey et al by providing users the choice to view 
only selected financial transaction data as would have been desired. 

The system and method of Chancey et al perform similarly to an OnLine system and 
method. The only difference between Chancey et al and the claimed invention is that Chancey et 
al do not explicitly state that a user may access their particular account via a website or a 
browser. However, Chancey et al state that a user accesses these data remotely and customers' 
account data are retrieved from remote files for incorporated into their computer system. See 
column 5 and figure 4 of Chancey et al. 

Systems for using a remote computer to access remote data from a server was well 
practiced in the art at the time of the applicant's invention. Atkins states that through their 
system, a user or client may access news or financial information via CompuServe which is a 
web enabling system as Atkins states: 

"Through the system of the invention the client can also access a host of ancillary 
investment news, information, advice, and counseling. In particular, a client can access a current 
news and information database such as Dow Jones News Retrieval. TM., The Source.TM. and 
Compuserve.TM". See column 9, lines 8-13. 

From these teachings or suggestions, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the system of Chancey et al with Atkins 
by providing a user with the easy manner of accessing information from a remote server from 
anywhere in the world. 
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Chancey et al further teach creating and presenting to their clients a report comprising 
financial transaction data. See columns 4 and 5 of Chancey et al. 

As per claims 3, 10, 17, 25, 37 and 45, Chancey et al teach transmitting the financial 
transaction data to an accounting software package at the one of the plurality of user's computer. 
See column 4, lines 6-22. In the system of Chancey et al., the user or client transmits their 
account file or financial transaction data to their accounting software file. 
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Conclusion 



6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Frantzy Poinvil whose telephone number is (571) 272-6797. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 7:30AM to 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Fisher can be reached on (571) 272-6779. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3692 
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